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lit. 8, Frederick, tod. 21701 
1/12/69 

Deer Bud, 

Ab I told yout Thursday , the Sard end Paul file of Toruoue records 
of the Com iaaion court reporting, including covering letters from the local 
O^.s Attorneys, is missing some items. 

In the case of New orleanc, this allows fascinating conjectures, 
tlhst is looking there is a letter transmitting the tronsuripts of testimony of 
Carlos Bringuler, Fhilpi Comae III and Vans® Blalock. And it is in this 
testimony, all adduced by Bringuler, that 1 have discovered substantive change. 

In other cases, the aoems to he no isolation of testimony by subject. 
What is transmitted seems to be what ie available ona can be. 

One possible exception is In the covering letter oi Barefoftt 
Banders of March 30, which is on eight Dallas Parkland-medical witnesses. 

Many, if not all (and I or. not taking the time to check) the 
New Orleans transcripts of the -April 7 and 8 depositi ons ar a ide nt i f 1 ad. r 
the printed versions an h-ving teen taken both daya. 
from the o+.hex available records, this error was unnecessary. 
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yirTgrrmtwrax ft»tHgrons;gir la the list of •’Deposition# of' («lao incomplete, numbering 
but 169 end ending August 3 4.) the depositions era so indicated, aa having teen 
taken both deye. 1 ant not now taking the time to check, but I find myoelf won- 
dering if those of which this is true were oil Liebaler e. Of course, any 
proper transcripts and the original notes permit no euoh confusion, which makes 
me wonder again about the confiscation and destruction of the notes. 

If it ie not a simple error that accounts for the absence of a letter 
of transmittal, then there may be significance in its absence and in tee strange 
bracketing of these three depositions. Whether or not there is error, if it 1# 
these three alone, I believe there is a significance I would lika to dctemine. 

My personal inTsatifationo increasingly focus attention on this testimony, its 
deficiencies, omissions, known perjury and alteration by Liebeler to pro 
the known perjury, which wbs Bringuier's. 

In this file there ie a handwritten note, apparently by Wayne Birdsell, 
on his memoaipaper, any way, reading, "President's Commission July 9 Does not 
carry jrTvol. No. » w* a meeting of members of the staff Page numbers 
to be left as they are. Next meeting will follow this day - will fee Yol. 58 , 

This fascinates me. What were the m mbers of the stuff doingtoving 
a private meeting that required tho presence* of a court reporter? N ° 8U0 * 
cript was printed, of course. Sow if we examine the bookkeeping records, we find 
S? o r the appropriate sheet (they are not numbered, but they are in sequent, 
"mTS. to. 43—1400, ,itk ... th«. 

before 43. this copy having not been carried to tho left-h-nd edge) there are two 
TOP SECRET jobs lifted through and indicated as "no pep*” ***** been supplied. 

The first, Yol 57, is alone in that volume ns "Comm" rather than Deposition . 

Ton copies had originally bean indicated. The first following listing is not 
legible, but the word "staff" is clear, the Date /U 



take was of July 9, exactly the date of this note. It was pecked by Hi and 
shipped Tia SB, indicating, I t£4lnk, that Wayne made the delivery. This is 
covered by Beceipt Ho. 3414 (and the previous entry, of "Ho Pages", by Ho. 3388, 

Similarly, Vol. 59, saras bookkeeping sheet, next to bottom entry, 
also "Goran", then lined through and. "No ragea" indies tod, ia covorad by Receipt 
No. 3512. While most of the items in thiianoatryntry are not filled in, it doae 
Indicate a shipment s/25,elx copies, Shipped By" BK, Receipt No. 8535. 

You know what 1 have discovered in the other "«o Pages" items. 

I would appreciate it if these could be chocked out. This also bears on what 
I asked of you Thursday, a copy o t every receipt. 1 would not suggest inquiry 
of Jonae, '’syne or others for their recollections, at least not at this point. 

Pe.rhop? it is not o warranted suspicion to wonder what was happening 
at the crossraods, but with the dirty work elreedy known to here taken place, it 
is also unwise to assume there wan but a single case. 

I would like to kuov; what members of the staff, for example, if ‘here 
is an extant record. Or whetxhcr others than staff members aiae were present, 

whethor or not witnesses. _ ..... 

Except for me, everybody Sets paid in some wav. Therefore, the bi Hinge 
should indicate something, at least the compromise worked out to compensate the 
corape ny anc the reporter. Again, you know whet I found in one case. 

If you made copies for yourself, pleoce check to see if you hove eay 
duplicates. I ask this because I hove two, and these could be for a second set. 

X have segregated, if you need. 

Vlith further reference to 7/9, 1 note what I cannot explain. Here there 
is reference to Vol. No. 58, possibly. Now this end 59 are New Orleans Volumes, 
es the tabulations show. In feet, 52 through 60 ere. (In this ares, beginning with 
41, only 6 arc not. 37 is also N.O, ,78-62, 100,115,132 too.) So, we have what 
else vjould appear to be a chronological conflict, with vol. Ho. 58 ( or 57 ) 
having untyped content fated 7/9, whsraare everything else iu that sequence ia 

April 7-8. . 

I do boll five this is worth following carefully, hope you con rind the 
time, and that you can make me two copies of everything so 1 can more aafoly 
take one to N.O. with me, I may also went to visit the Tuomas Co., end if I do 
I think it would be wide to have everything relevant with me. 

Whatever those people do end do not do, can and cannot, they can count. 
Ward end Foul con and does keep straight records, at least in she normal course 
of events. 



